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State Appellate Public Defender
I.S.B. #5867
MAYA P. WALDRON
Deputy State Appellate Public Defender
I.S.B. #9582
P.O. Box 2816
Boise, ID 83701
(208) 334-2712
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO
STATE OF IDAHO,

)
)
Plaintiff-Respondent,
)
)
v.
)
)
JACINDA RAE ALLEN,
)
)
Defendant-Appellant.
)
____________________________________)

NO. 43040
LATAH COUNTY NO. CR 2014-441
APPELLANT’S BRIEF

STATEMENT OF THE CASE
Nature of the Case
The district court relinquished jurisdiction over Jacinda Rae Allen when she was part way
through her rider. The district court abused its discretion by not allowing Ms. Allen to finish her
rider because she was showing improvement.
Statement of Facts and Course of Proceedings
Ms. Allen pled guilty to possessing methamphetamine with the intent to deliver in March
2014. (R., pp.82–84.) The court sentenced Ms. Allen to five years, with two years fixed,
suspended her sentence, and placed her on probation. (R., pp.124–31.) After she admitted to
violating her probation by absconding and not participating in drug court (8/28/14 Tr., p.15,
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Ls.3–24), the court revoked Ms. Allen’s probation and placed her on a period of retained
jurisdiction (8/28/14 Tr., p.19, Ls.1–9; R., pp.162–64).
In January 2015, part way through Ms. Allen’s rider, the Department of Correction
recommended that the court relinquish jurisdiction because she had been removed from the
general population after she failed to adhere to group rules and the expectations of the program.
(Letter from Noel Barlow-Hust attaching an addendum to the PSI (“APSI”).) At the rider review
hearing, the State recommended relinquishment. (1/28/15 Tr., p.34, L.2 – p.36, L.9.) Defense
counsel acknowledged that Ms. Allen got off to a rocky start on her rider, but had since showed
improvement.

(1/28/15 Tr., p.30, L.23 – p.31, L.23.)

She asked that the court continue

Ms. Allen on her rider. (1/28/15 Tr., p.32, Ls.15–16.) The court explained that it could not
overlook Ms. Allen’s poor behavior during the rider, and relinquished jurisdiction. (1/28/15
Tr., p.36, L.18 – p.39, L.15; R., pp.170–72.) Ms. Allen timely appealed. (R., pp.177–79.)
ISSUE
Considering the improvement Ms. Allen made during her rider, did the district court abuse its
discretion by relinquishing jurisdiction?
ARGUMENT
Considering The Improvement Ms. Allen Made During Her Rider, The District Court Abused Its
Discretion By Relinquishing Jurisdiction
This Court reviews a district court’s decision to relinquish jurisdiction for an abuse of
discretion. State v. Merwin, 131 Idaho 642, 648 (1998). “When considering whether the trial
court abused its discretion, this Court considers: (1) whether the trial court correctly perceived
the issue as one of discretion; (2) whether the trial court acted within the boundaries of its
discretion and consistently with the legal standards applicable; and (3) whether the trial court
reached its decision by an exercise of reason.” State v. Miller, 151 Idaho 828, 834 (2011).
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Ms. Allen recognizes that she still has a lot of work ahead of her. Indeed, much of the
APSI discussed her failures and shortcomings. But she contends that, considering the progress
she did make, the court should have allowed her to finish her rider program. For example,
Ms. Allen “made good progress” in the helping women recover class (APSI, p.4); she appears to
have been on-task in anger management (APSI, p.5), she volunteered to tutor other women in her
program (APSI, pp.12, 16, 17), and she “acted pro socially and did not engage in [an] argument”
started by another offender (APSI, p.16). As defense counsel explained at the rider review
hearing, Ms. Allen “feels like she has much better insight. She knows what’s expected of her,
and . . . she’s motivated and willing to make that commitment.” (1/28/15 Tr., p.32, Ls.4–7.)
Ms. Allen also submitted a letter to the court before sentencing, in which she explained:
I went into this rider skeptical angry and hurt. With six weeks waiting for classes
I found more than my share of . . . um . . . mischief. I am not sure why I always
have to do things the hard way. It’s something I’m working on. . . . I had been
drowning in the pain for so long that I had forgotten what it was like to live
without it. Pain demands to be felt. While disentangling myself from its seaweed
like clutch and allowing myself to come up for air I realized living sober doesn’t
mean living with pain. It means not living numb. About two weeks before I
realized this, Sir, my meds got upped and a side effect is aggression. I think that
along with the inner turmoil and the holidays was a lot for me. Shortly after I was
put on behavioral contract. . . . This is the longest I’ve been sober in over 20
years! I’m going on 5 months. It’s very wonderful and strange. I forgot what it
was like to have hopes, goals, aspirations. So much time I’ve wasted, it makes
me sick. . . . I feel if I get the chance to go back to successfully complete my
rider, I will be starting with a clean slate. Then I can focus on what I need to, my
addiction. I am a firm believer in everything happens for a reason, this is no
different.
(Letter from Ms. Allen1.) If Ms. Allen were able to complete her rider and earn another chance
at probation, she would like to return to California to live with her family who are “straight and
narrow” and will give her the support she needs. (1/28/15 Tr., p.32, Ls.10–15.) Considering her
improvement, the district court abused its discretion by relinquishing jurisdiction.
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CONCLUSION
Ms. Allen respectfully requests that this Court remand her case to the district court to
place her back on a period of retained jurisdiction so that she can complete her rider.
DATED this 4th day of November, 2015.

__________/s/_______________
MAYA P. WALDRON
Deputy State Appellate Public Defender

1

Ms. Allen attached the letter to a motion to augment, filed concurrently with this brief.
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